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ferred to the conceptions of a place other than that of con-
tracting. It has been held that in a fire insurance policy an
indication of time was to be computed according to the law of
the place where the property covered was burned,152 and with
respect to a contract of accident insurance prescribing that
packing should be done in the presence of an adult, that who
was an adult ought to be determined by the law of the place
where the packing was supposed to be done.63 To explain
such decisions as though they referred to the law of the place
of performance,64 is inaccurate. The packing firm had nothing
to "perform," nor had the insurance company to "perform"
at either of the two places mentioned. Also, it could well
have been that a commercial usage might have interpreted
time or adult quality differently from the general law of the
contract, and the former would have prevailed.
It follows, at the same time, that German courts are wrong
when they purport to apply English law as an exception
to German law governing the entire contract, whilst they
simply ascertain the significance of certain clauses inserted
in a bill of lading or an insurance policy according to Eng-
lish usage.65
It is a definitely distinguishable phenomenon that the
parties or conflicts rules may subject a part of the contractual
relationship to special applicable laws. What is to be done in
interpreting foreign expressions has been well said to be
really a question of fact.66
The rule of the law of the contract in itself, however, is
perfectly sound.
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